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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-5, 9, 11-19, 24, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Scott. 

See Fig. 2, 3, attached. 

Regarding claim 1, Scott shows a bar (26) having a first end (A), a second end 
(B) positioned adjacent the first end, and an intermediate portion curved to at least 
partially define an aperture (22) and a stem (2) having a first end (C) coupled to the first 
end and the second end of the bar, and a second end (D) coupled to a foot (to left of D) 
(Fig. 2, 3). 

Regarding claim 2, Scott shows the bar, the stem and the foot are integrally 
formed (Fig. 2, 3). 

Regarding claim 3, Scott shows the bar further comprises a first flat side (E) and 
a second flat side (F) defined in an outer portion of the bar (Fig. 2, 3). 

Regarding claim 4, Scott shows the first flat side is positioned opposite the 
second flat side with respect to the aperture (Fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 5, Scott shows the first flat side and the second flat side are 
oriented substantially vertically (if Fig. 2 was rotated 90 degrees) (Fig. 2). 
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Regarding claim 9, Scott shows the aperture is further defined by the upper end 
of the stem (Fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Scott shows the aperture comprises at least one of an 
attachment aperture, a reinforcement bar aperture, a shear plate aperture, passthrough 
aperture, and a combination thereof (Fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 12, Scott shows the foot is substantially frustoconical (Fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 13, Scott shows the stem is substantially cylindrical (Fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 14, Scott shows a ring-shaped bar (26) at least partially defining 
an aperture (22) therethrough, the ring-shaped bar having a first end (A), and a second 
end (B) positioned adjacent the first end; and a foot (2) coupled to the first end and the 
second end of the ring-shaped bar (Fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 15, Scott shows a stem (2) having a first end (C) and a second 
end (D), the first end of the stem being coupled to the first end of the ring-shaped bar 
and the second end of the ring-shaped bar, and the second end of the stem being 
coupled to the foot (to left of D) (Fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 16, Scott shows the aperture is further defined by the first end of 
the stem (Fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 17, Scott shows the ring-shaped bar further comprises a first flat 
side (E) defined in an outer portion of the ring-shaped bar, and a second flat side (F) 
defined in an outer portion of the ring-shaped bar (Fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 18, Scott shows the first flat side and the second flat side are 
positioned opposite one another with respect to the aperture (Fig. 2). 
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Regarding claim 19, Scott shows the first flat side and the second flat side are 
oriented substantially vertically (if Fig. 2 is rotated 90 degrees) (Fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 24, Scott shows the aperture as an attachment aperture, a 
passthrough aperture, a reinforcement bar aperture, a shear plate aperture, and a 
combination thereof (Fig. 2). 

Method claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Haeussler. 

Regarding method claim 25, Haeusler shows coupling at least one void former to 
the concrete anchor, coupling the concrete anchor assembly to a frame, pouring 
concrete into the frame to at least partially cover the concrete anchor assembly, 
allowing the concrete, removing the at least one void former from the concrete anchor 
assembly, and removing the hardened concrete from the frame. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 6-8, 10, 20-23, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Scott. 

Regarding claim 6, Applicant fails to show criticality for a first indentation, the first 
indentation being located on an inner portion of the bar, opposite the first flat side, and a 
second indentation, the second indentation being located on an inner portion of the bar, 
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opposite the second flat side; therefore, it would have been an obvious design choice to 
have indentations in these locations. 

Regarding claim 7, Applicant fails to show criticality for the first indentation and 
the second indentation; therefore, it would have been an obvious design choice to have 
indentations, which would further define the aperture. 

Regarding claim 8, Scott shows the aperture has a vertical height, and wherein 
the first flat side, the second flat side are positioned generally centrally with respect to 
the vertical height of the aperture (Fig. 2). Applicant fails to show criticality for the first 
indentation and the second indentation positioned generally centrally with respect to the 
vertical height of aperture; therefore, it would have been an obvious design choice for 
the indentations to be positioned generally centrally with respect to the vertical height of 
the aperture. 

Regarding claim 10, Applicant does not show criticality for the aperture is 
substantially curved adjacent the intermediate portion of the bar and substantially flat 
adjacent the upper end of the stem; therefore, it would have been an obvious design 
choice for the aperture substantially curved adjacent the intermediate portion of the bar 
and substantially flat adjacent the upper end of the stem. . 

Regarding claim 20, Applicant fails to show criticality for a first indentation 
defined in an inner portion of the ring-shaped bar to further define the aperture, and a 
second indentation defined in the inner portion of the ring-shaped bar to further define 
the aperture; therefore, it would have been a matter of obvious design choice. 
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Regarding claim 21 , Applicant fails to show criticality for the first indentation and 
the second indentation are positioned opposite one another with respect to the aperture; 
therefore, it would have been a matter of obvious design choice to position the first and 
second indentation opposite one another. 

Regarding claim 22, Applicant fails to show criticality for the first indentation and 
the second indentation are positioned substantially centrally with respect to the vertical 
height of the aperture, therefore, it would be an obvious design choice to have the first 
and second indentations positioned substantially centrally. 

Regarding claim 23, Scott shows a first flat side (E) defined in an outer portion of 
the ring-shaped bar (26), and a second flat side (F) defined in the outer portion of the 
ring-shaped bar (26). Applicant fails to show criticality for the first flat side adjacent the 
first indentation and a second flat side adjacent the second indentation; therefore, it 
would have been a matter of obvious design choice to have the indentations adjacent to 
the flat sides. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Lynch et al. shows coupling eye for window operator. Lancelot, 
III et al. shows erection anchor for concrete panel. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steve M Varner whose telephone number is 703 308- 
1894. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-4:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Carl D Friedman can be reached on 703 308-0839. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Carl D. Friedman 
Supervisory Patent Examines" 
Group 3600 
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